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REMARKS 

The present appiicadon was filed on July 24, 2003 \¥ith Claims 1 through 
43, Claims 1 ihrough 43 are preseritly pending in the above-identified patent appHcatioo. 
Claims 1 , 14, 24 and 37 have been amended. 

lo the Office Action, the Examiner ix^jected Claims 1, 4-5, 24, and 27-28 
laider 35 IXSXl § 102(b) as allegedly anticipated by Petersen et al (United StMes Patent 
Na 5,802,05i); rejected Claims 2^3, 9^12, 14^22, 25-26, 32-35, and 37-42 under 35 
O.S.C, § 103(a) as allegediy obvious in view of a proposed combination of Petersen '051 
and White at ai (United States Patent No, 6,392,664); rejected Claims 6 and 29 under 35 
U.S.C^ § 103(a) as allegedly obvioas in view of a proposed combination of Petersen '051 
and another Petersen et ai, reference (United States Patent No, 5,809,023); rejected 
Claims 7-8 and 30-31 under 35 U,S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly obvioiis in view of a 
proposed combination of Petersen '051 and Saito et al (United States Patent No. 
5,909,428); rejected Claims 13 and 36 imder 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as allegedly obvious in 
view of a proposed combination of Petersen '051 and Wiiliams (United States Patent No, 
5,867,764); and rejected Claims 23 and 43 under 35 U,S.C, § 103fa) as allegediy obvions 
in view of a proposed combination of Petersen '051, White et ai, and Williams. 

Applicants and apphcants' undersigned representative thank Examiner 
Stokely-Collins for her efforts in preparing the instant office action. Applicants 
respectMly traverse each and evety rejection of tiie Examiner, as applied to the amended 
claims. The amendment of the claims and tlie remarks set forth herein are presented in a 
sincere etTort to advance the case to allowance. 

Independent Claims L 14. 24 and 37 

Claim 1 was rejected as allegedly anticipated by Petersen '05 L Petersen 
'051 is directed to insertion of minicells into a larger ATM cell Petersen *05l col. 8 
lines 36-45, Each mimcell has a header. Petersen '051 FIGS, 7A and 7B, Thus, 
Petersen '051 employs a complex process wherein tliere are two opeiBtions for breaking 

up data into, first, miniceiis, each with its own header, and then ATM cells. 

Amended Claim 1 recites that first (higher priority) data is contained in the 
infbonation section of the data object wUh^ut any data overhemi portion msociated with 
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fhe first data in the mfimnatimt metion. In one embodiment showTi in F^Cl 2, the first 
data is real-time data 282 placed m information section 294 of cell 291 , If there is space 
left over, lower priority data may be placed in tlie remaining portion of the iiiformation 
section 294; for example, noB-real-time data 278, whicii may or may not have an 
associated data overhead portion 276, In any event, the first data 282 (for example, 
LSCP request 272 with op code 274) is placed directly in infomiation section 294 without 
any data overhead portion. 

Applicants* claimed invention, as claimed in Claim I , is neither taught nor 
suggested by the complex system of Petersen "05 i, which requires the separate breaking 
down into minicells with each miniceM haviiig its own header within the payload portion 
of the larger ATM ceil Applicants claimed invention is simpler and more efficient, as 
not only is the separate step of tbrming minicells not required, but further, there is less 
wasting of bandwidtli, as tlie first <liigh priority) data only has associated with it the 
overhead of tlie header portion of the data object, with no need for further overhead 
associated with the first data within the information section. 

Since Petersen '051 neither teaches nor suggests all the limitations of 
Claim I , it is respectfiilly e^ubmitted that the amended version of Claim I is patentable. 

Claim 14 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as allegedly obvious in 
view of a proposed combination of Petersen '051 and Write at aL Claim 14 has been 
amended to include the limitation that the first data is contained in the information 
section of the data object without any data overhead portion associated with the first data 
in the information section. As noted, Petersen *051 neither teaches nor suggests the 
identified limitation. White et al simply discloses a conventional cable television 
sysiem. Assuming, arguendo^ that the proposed combination of Petersen '051 and White 
et al is proper, even taken in combination, there is no teaching or suggestion of the 
limitation that the first data is contained in the infonnarion section of the data object 
without any data overhead portion associated with the first data in the information 
section. Accordingly, it is respecttnlly submitted that the amended version of Claim 14 is 
patentable. 
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Claim 24 was rejected on the same rationale as was CMm L Ciaim 24 
has been amended in a manner similar to Claim I, and is tlius patentable for at least the 
same reasons as Claim 1 . 

Claim 37 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly obvious in 
view of a proposetl combination of Petersen '051 and White at al Claim 37 has been 
amended to include the limitation that the first data is contained in the infbmiation 
section of the data object without any data overhead portion associated with the first data 
in the information section. As noted, Petersen *05} neither teaches nor suggests the 
identified iimitation. White et al simply discloses a conventional cable television 
system. Assuming, argiwmh, that the proposed combination of Petersen '051 and White 
et al, is proper, even taken in combination, there is no teaching or suggestion of the 
limitation that the first data is contained in the infomration section of the data object 
without any data overhead portion associated with the fmt data in the information 
section. Accordingly, it is respectfolly submitted that the amended version of Claim 37 is 
patentable- 

DegeMg M Claims 2^^ and 38-^43 

All the dependent claims are patentable, since they depend on the 
independent claims, which are patentabie for the reasons set forth above, and because 
they add forther patentable liniitations. Further, applicants respectftdly note that none of 
the other references cited by the Examiner in rejecting the dependent claims, including 
Williams, Saito et al, or Petersen '023, whether taken aione or in any combination with 
any other reference(s) cited by the Examiner in rejecting the ciaims (assuming argtiemio 
that any such combination would be proper), teach or suggest the claimed data object 
without any data overhead portiim associated with the first data in the informatim 
sectian. 



(Remainder of page intentionaOy left blank) 
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Conclusion 

All of the pending claims following entiy of the amendments, i e.,, Claims 
1-43, aie in condition foi allowance and such favoiable action is lespectfiilly and 
earnestly solicited., 

If any outstanding issues remain, or if the Examinei has any fuither 
suggestions foi expediting allowance of this application, the Examiner is invited to 
contact the undersigned at the telephone number indicated below. 

The Examinei 's attention to this matter is gr eatly appr eciated 



Respeptfiilly submitted. 

Date: December 27, 2007 Paul J, Ottyrstedt 

Attorney pi- Applicants 
Reg. No. 37,411 
Ryan, Mason & Lewis, LLP 
1300 Post Road, Suite 205 
Faiifield, CT 06824 
(203) 255-6560 



